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2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

Amendment received on 11/28/2005 is acknowledged and entered. Claims 2-8 
have been canceled. Claim 1 has been amended. New Claims 9 and 10 have been 
added. Claims 1 and 9-10 are currently pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Scheldt et al. (US 5,654,902). 



Claim 1. Scheidt et al. (Scheidt) teaches a method for recyclable components, 
comprising, 

Selectively reading out information concerning a manufactured article being 
subjected to treatment from (database) (C. 4. L. 66 - C. 5, L. 4; C. 3, L. 6-1 1 ), and 
specific properties of the component parts (C. 3, L. 54-55); 

extracting the component parts which include harmful or hazardous materials to 
be separated (C. 5, L. 12-13; C. 3, L. 54-55); 

determining a treatment procedure to separate component parts of the 
manufactured article on the basis of the information concerning the manufactured article 
and the facilities of the treatment-entrusted factory (C. 3. L. 62-65; C. 4, L. 67 - C. 5. L. 
7); 

treating the manufactured article in accordance with the treatment procedure and 
checking the disassembled component parts through a medium of a detecting means 
(C. 5, L. 26-45); 
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determining that a treatment process for one of the component parts cannot be 
executed and extracting alternative procedure candidates contained in the information 
concerning the manufactured article and determining an altered treatment procedure for 
the manufactured article (determining, based on said information, how to treat said 
disassembled components, and if it is determined that said components are qualified for 
reuse, sending said qualified components for refurbishing, and if it is determined that 
said components include a high content of pure plastics or precious materials, sending 
(altering treatment process) said components to a dedicated recovery lines) (C. 5, L. 12- 
21). 

Scheldt does not specifically teach that said "checking" step includes checking 
the disassembled component parts whether the relevant work has been completed. 

However, Scheldt does teach checking the disassembled component parts 
through a medium of a detecting means (C. 5, L. 26-45), thereby indicating the 
fulfillment of the particular treatment procedure. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Scheidt to include that said "checking" step 
includes checking the disassembled component parts whether the relevant work has 
been completed, because it would advantageously allow to provide a dedicated quality 
check in more detail of each component part (Scheidt; C. 5, L. 14-15). 

Claim 9. Scheidt teaches a method for recyclable components, comprising. 

Selectively reading out information concerning a manufactured article being 
subjected to treatment from (database) (C. 4, L. 66 - C. 5, L. 4; C. 3, L. 6-1 1 ), 

extracting the component parts, incapable of being treated by facilities installed in 
a treatment-entrusted factory, to be separated (C. 5, L. 12-13; C. 3, L. 54-55); 

determining a treatment procedure to separate component parts of the 
manufactured article on the basis of the information concerning the manufactured article 
and the facilities of the treatment-entrusted factory (C. 3, L. 62-65; C. 4, L. 67 - C. 5, L. 
7); 

treating the manufactured article in accordance with the treatment procedure and 
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checking the disassembled component parts through a medium of a detecting means 
(C. 5, L. 26-45); 

determining that a treatment process for one of the component parts cannot be 
executed and extracting alternative procedure candidates contained in the information 
concerning the manufactured article and determining an altered treatment procedure for 
the manufactured article (determining, based on said information, how to treat said 
disassembled components, and if it is determined that said components are qualified for 
reuse, sending said qualified components for refurbishing, and if it is determined that 
said components include a high content of pure plastics or precious materials, sending 
(altering treatment process) said components to a dedicated recovery lines) (C. 5, L. 12- 
21). 

Scheldt does not specifically teach that said "checking" step includes checking 
the disassembled component parts whether the relevant work has been completed. 

However, Scheldt does teach checking the disassembled component parts 
through a medium of a detecting means (C. 5, L. 26-45), thereby indicating the 
fulfillment of the particular treatment procedure. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Scheldt to include that said "checking" step 
includes checking the disassembled component parts whether the relevant work has 
been completed, because it would advantageously allow to provide a dedicated quality 
check in more detail of each component part (Scheldt; C. 5, L. 14-15). 

Claim 10. Scheldt teaches said method for recyclable components, comprising, 
Selectively reading out information concerning a manufactured article being 

subjected to treatment from (database) (C. 4, L. 66 - C. 5, L. 4; C. 3, L. 6-1 1 ). 
extracting component parts to be separated on the basis of information 

concerning value of the component parts (determining components including a high 

content of precious materials and sending said materials to dedicated recovery lines) 

(C. 5, L. 12-13, 20-21; C. 3, L. 54-55); 



Application/Control Number: 09/621,054 
Art Unit: 3639 



Page 5 



determining a treatment procedure to separate component parts of the 
manufactured article on tlie basis of tfie information concerning the manufactured article 
and the facilities of the treatment-entrusted factory (C. 3, L. 62-65; C. 4, L. 67 - C. 5, L. 

7); 

treating the manufactured article in accordance with the treatment procedure and 
checking the disassembled component parts through a medium of a detecting means 
(C. 5, L. 26-45); 

determining that a treatment process for one of the component parts cannot be 
executed and extracting alternative procedure candidates contained in the information 
concerning the manufactured article and determining an altered treatment procedure for 
the manufactured article (determining, based on said information, how to treat said 
disassembled components, and if it is determined that said components are qualified for 
reuse, sending said qualified components for refurbishing, and if it is determined that 
said components include a high content of pure plastics or precious materials, sending 
(altering treatment process) said components to a dedicated recovery lines) (C. 5, L. 12- 
21). 

Scheldt does not specifically teach that said "checking" step includes checking 
the disassembled component parts whether the relevant work has been completed. 
Also, 

However, Scheldt does teach checking the disassembled component parts 
through a medium of a detecting means (C. 5, L. 26-45), thereby indicating the 
fulfillment of the particular treatment procedure. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Scheidt to include that said "checking" step 
includes checking the disassembled component parts whether the relevant work has 
been completed, because it would advantageously allow to provide a dedicated quality 
check in more detail of each component part (Scheidt; C. 5, L. 14-15). 

Also, Scheidt does not specifically teach that said "extracting" step includes 
extracting component parts to be separated on the basis of information concerning 
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purchase prices of the component parts regarded as valuable and a cost associated 
with separation treatments. 

However, Scheldt does teach that said "extracting" step is conducted based on 
the determination of value of the component parts, said value been indicated by a high 
content of precious materials (C. 5, L. 12-13, 20-21); thereby indicating higher purchase 
prices of said component parts. Furthermore, Scheidt teaches sending component parts 
having a high content of precious materials to a dedicated recovery lines (C. 5, L. 12- 
21), thereby indicating different cost associated with separation treatments of said 
component parts compare to component parts not having high content of precious 
materials. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Scheidt to include that said "extracting" step 
includes extracting component parts to be separated on the basis of information 
concerning purchase prices of the component parts regarded as valuable and a cost 
associated with separation treatments, because it would advantageously allow to 
determine the suitability of said component parts for reuse in another product (Scheidt; 
C. 1, L 15-18, 31-35). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/28/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument that Scheidt does not teach determining 
whether relevant work, from a particular treatment procedure, has been completed, it is 
noted that Scheidt teaches checking the disassembled component parts through a 
medium of a detecting means (C. 5, L. 26-45). Said checking in Scheidt is conducted 
after completion of treatment operations, thereby indicating the fulfillment of the 
particular treatment procedure. 
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In response to applicant's argument that Scheldt does not teach extracting 
alternative processing procedures if a treatment process for one of the component parts 
cannot be performed, the examiner stipulates that Scheidt does, in fact, teach said 
feature. Specifically, Scheidt teaches determining, based on extracted from memory 
information, how to treat said disassembled components, and if it is determined that 
said components are qualified for reuse, sending said qualified components for 
refurbishing, and if it is determined that said components include a high content of pure 
plastics or precious materials, sending (altering treatment process) said components to 
a dedicated recovery lines) (C. 5, L. 12-21). That is. Scheidt explicitly teaches effecting 
an alternative treatment procedure upon determining certain condition. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Igor Borissov whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6801 . If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W, Hayes can be reached on 571-272-6708. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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